JFK Assassination System
Identification Form

Date: 10/19/20

Agency Information

eleazed under the John

AGENCY: HSCA Eennedy
RECORD NUMBER :  180-10110-10003 ggassination Records
, ollection Act of 1992
RECORD SERIES: SECURITY CLASSIFIED TESTIMONY (44 USC 2107 Note) .
ase# N 54756 Date:
AGENCY FILENUMBER : 014717 0-31-2017
Document Information
ORIGINATOR: HSCA
FROM: [Restricted]
TO :
TITLE: [Restricted]
DATE: 10/10/1978
PAGES: 85
SUBJECTS :
CIA, FILES
[Restricted]
OSWALD, LEE, RUSSIAN PERIOD
CIA, METHODOLOGY
DOCUMENT TYPE: TRANSCRIPT
CLASSIFICATION :  Unclassified
RESTRICTIONS: 3
CURRENT STATUS:  Redact
DATE OF LASTREVIEW: 01/01/2003
OPENING CRITERIA :
COMMENTS : Two duplicates enclosed.Box 1.

vo.l

HW 54756 DocId:32263408 Page 1




CARR/srs , EXECUTIVE SESSION ‘ 1

1 ‘ ASSASSINATION OF PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY
3 TUESDAY, OCTOBER 10, 1978
o - -
5 1| v - House of Representatives,
6 : | Select Committee oh Assassinations,
- ' Washington, D.C.
8 The parties to the deposition met at 2:35 p.m., in Room

9 3370, House Office Building Annex No. 2, Second and D Streets,

10 Washington, D.C.

1" Present: Robe;t W. Genzman, Staff Counsel; Charles M.
12 Berk, Staff Counsei; Betsy Wolf, Researcher.
" i3 Deponent: Melbourne Paul Hartman.
14 S
15 : The deponent, Melbourne Paul Hartman, was sworn by Shirley

16 || B. Dempsey, a Notary Public in and for the District of Columbia.

17 - = -

18 Mr. Genzman. My name isiRobert Genzman, I am staff

19 counsél to the House Select Committee on Assassinations. I

20 have been designated counsel empowered to take Statéments under

21 oath pursuant to House Resolution 222 and Select Committee Rule

22 || 4-

23 Mr.IHartman, would you state your full name for the record?
L 24 ‘Mr. Hartman. My full name is Melbourne, M-e-l-b-o-u-r-n-e,

.'.' :
25 Paul Hartman, H-a-r-t-m-a-n.

| EXECUTIVE SESSTON
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2

1 Mr. Genzman. Have you been given a copy of the Select

. - 2 Committee's rules and pertinent House resolutions?
3 Mr. Hartman. Yes, I have.
. 4 Mr. Genzman. Have you read Committee Rule 4?
5 ' Mr. Hartman. VYes, I have.
6 Mr. Genzman. Do you understand it?
v Mr. Hartman. I believe so.
8 Mr. Genzman. 1Is it true that you are not under subpoena
9 for this deposition?
10 Mr. Hartman. Correct.
'11 Mr. Genzman. Are you testifying voluntarily?
12 Mr. Hartman. ~Of course.
. ' ' Mr. Genzman. Do you understand you have the right .to have
\ 13 _ o .
counsel present?
14 -
Mr. Hartman. Yes.
15 :
Mr. Genzman. Do you desire to have counsel present?
16 :
Mr. Hartman. No.
17 _ ,
Mr. Genzman. Mr. Hartman, a copy of the transcript of this
18 .
deposition will be sent to you to sign and verify. If, when youl
19 .
receive a copy to sign and verify you desire to make any changes
20 .
for any reasons, you should contact me and I will make the
21 ‘
. 22 || necessary arrangements to have you make any changes you desire

23 to make.

. 24 According to Select Committee rules, a witness is entitled

25 to a copy of the corrected transcript; however, because this

Ll
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deposition will involve classified information, it has been
our policy to ask the witness to waive his right to a copy.

Would you agree to that?

Mr. Hartman. No problem.

- Mr. Genzman. Mr. Hartman; have you ever worked for the
Central Intelligence Agency?

Mr. Hartman. Yes.

Mr. Genzman. Would you‘give the dates of your employment?

Mr. Hartman. 1951 - 1976.

Mr. Genzman. In cohnection with your employment with the
CIA, have you ever executed a éecrecy oath or secrecy égreement
with the Agency?

Mr. Hartman. /Yes, I have. All employees do.

Mr. Genzman. At this time I would like to give you a copy
of é document marked as JFK Exhibit No. 94, which is a letter
from Mr. Frahk Carlucci, Acting Director of the CIa, tb thg
Chairman of the Housé Select Committee on Assassinations, dated

March 23, 1978, and dealing with'secrecy arrangements with the

Agency.b Have you read this letter?

Mr.‘Hartman. Yes, I have.

Mr. Genzman. Do you understand it?

Mr. Hartman. Yes, I understand it. I have one problem
with it: I do not know who of the people whom I might mention
is unaer cover or has retired under cover; therefore, I would

have a problem in that respect, but I presume that you gentlemen

DocId: 2263408 Page 4
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can work that eut with the éeople at the Agency.

Mr. Genzman. That is correct, and if you have any problems
or any questions about any of our questions, we ean go»Off the
record and discuss it.

Mr. Hartman. That would be fine. I just want to be sure
that you unaerstand.that I don't know who retired under cover
and who is still working under cover, and I wouldn't want to
Jeopardize anybody Qho has a cover sitﬁation,-

Mr. Genzman. Please.understand that the deposifion will
be'elassified and that.declassification is soﬁething that wiil
have to be worked ouf with the Agency.

Mr. Hartman. Right.

Mr. Genzman. Mr. Hartman, what was youf position in 1963
and 1964? | |

Mr. Hartman. I was an operations officer in the Counter-—
intelligence Staff.

Mr. Genzman. Whom did you work unaer?

Mr. Hartman. My immediate boss was Raymond G. Rocca,
R—Ovc—e—a.

Mr. Genzman. Did you have any expertise in records and

filing?

Mr. Hartman. Well, yes, records.
Mr. Genzman. What specific component did you work in?
Mr. Hartman. Within the staff, you mean?

Mr. Genzman. Yes.

p263408 Page 5




1 Mr. Hartman. The Research and Analysis Group.
. 2 Mr. Genzman. Would you explain the functions of that groupg?
3 Mr. Hartman. The functions of the group were very broad

4 and I don't really know because of compartmentization exactly
5  what everybody did; but I did know my functions, of coﬁrse, and
6 some of my colleagues, but I had no way of knowing all of the

7 functions of all the people.

.8 Mr. Genzman. Would you claséify yourself as a records
9 expert?
10 Mr. Hartman. Well, let's put it a little differently: I

1 think I would be considered an expert to a degree in the Agency

12 clandestine service records system. I am ndt an ovefall

. 13 records expert and never have claimed to be.
14 1l Mr.‘Genzman. In the course of your duties with the CIA.
15 did you ever‘do any work in conjunction with the investigation
16 of the Kennedy assassination?
17 Mr. ﬁartman. Yes, such as the Agéncy was Qoing.
Ié Mr. Genzﬁan. Would you briefly explain your duties and
iQ functiéns?
20 Mr. Hartman. Well, you could break it down into two
21 A»generalvperiods: One period was during the time immediatély
22 following the assassination through the period of the existence
23 of the Warren Commission. ' | ‘

_'l' 24 .Thg second period -- agéin, this will be a general term --
25 would be following the dissolution of the Warren Commission and

HW 54756 DocId:[§2263408 Page 6
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until I left the.Ageocy.

Durlng the flrst .period I dld ad hoc chores; whatever was
given to me; I did.

I was also given a very general chore of keeping -- Qell,
let's change that —-— of making certain that the file Qas being
kept in as good an order as we could under the circuﬁstances.

The second period, however, during the second perlod I was
in effect the custodian of the file, made sure that the paper
flowed into it, whatever paper came to us,.and<that the file was
generally in_éood order.

This does not mean -- I want to insert -- this does not
mean that I personally did the filing and all of the computer
work that was entailed. Aas I said, I was mainly charged with
making certain that the flle was kept in that order, but I
didn't do the direct work

Mr. Genzman. How long were you in charge of maintaining
the file?

Mr. Hartman. Until I left the Agency.

Mr. Genzman. Which was in 19757

Mr. Hartman. 1976.

Mr. Genzman. Excuse me.

Who took over your poeition when you left with regard to

the file?

Mr. Hartman. I was told that it was a fellow named Russ

Holmes, but>I wasn't certain of that. T think there was a

2263408 Page 7
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1 questioﬁ about transition and exactly who would take over and
‘ "" 2 S0 on. |
3 Mr. Genzman. Thank yod.
. a At this time, Mr. Hartman, I would like to ask you question|s

5 " with regard to several doéumenté which we will now show you.

6 The first document is labeled "JFK Exhibit F—534." It is
7 a cable dated‘October 31, 1959, from the U.S. Embassy in

8 Moscow to the Department of State, which discusées.Lee Harvey

Oswald's desire to defect.

9
10 Would you please read this cable at this time?A
iy Mr. Hartman. Let's go off.for a second.
1 (Discussion off the record.)
‘ , | 13 Mr. Hari-‘,man.. I haye read it.
14 Mr. Genzman. Which component at CIA Headquarters would
s have received this information?v
6 Mr. Hartman. ‘I honestly don't know, because I had no
' connection with the case at that time. I really don‘t know. I
18 | presume that it would have been SIG of.the'Ci staff;f*If'che
. CI stéff at allvreceived it, I presume it would have been the
20. SIG Section, because this man was an American and SIG primarily
a1 dealt with éounterintelligence'problems concerning Americans.
‘ 22 | Mr. Genzman. Did SIG deal with American defectors and
23 similar cases?
. 24 .Mr. Harfman. It was within tﬁeir general responsibility,
| 25 yes.

HW 54756 bunId:ﬂ!EESe‘lDB Page &
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inconceivable tht the Office of Security within the Agency might

i

263408 Page 9

8

Mr. Genzman. Do you know Why SIG had this particular
responsibility?

Mr. Hartman: That's the way the staff was set up.-
Primarily, of course, whén the staff was set up, someone héd to
be concerned with the problem of Americans who were dealing witH
or playing footsy with the Bloc outside of the U.S. -

In the U.S., the Bureaﬁ diad it; outside the U;S. it was the
Agency's responsibility, in coordination with the FBI.

Bﬁt we 5ave never had an American Desk, so to‘speak. In
other worés, We have had braﬁches covering the world except the
United States, and so it had to be placed somewhere, and
inasmuch as a defector becomés a counterintelligence conéern, T
presume that's why SIG was‘given that chore.

Mr. Génzman. Thank you.

I woula next like to show you a document which is labeled
according to a CIA page numbér - |

Mr. Hartman.  May I insert something?

The>foice of Security also, of course; dealt With
questiéns concerning Ame;icans, and in particﬁlar if Aﬁericans
were applying for_emplo?ment, but also other cases, cranks and

all sorts of weirdos and that type of thihg; so it is not

have come into play here. I don't know.

Mr. Genzman. I would next like to show you a document

labeled, "CIA page 788." That is a 201 file opening form used
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to open the file on Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. Hartman. Right.

_ Mr. Genzman. Have you seen this page before?

Mr. Hartman. Oh, many times.

Mr. Genzman. Why was the file opened by CI/SIG?-

Mr. Hartman. I really cannot give you aifactual answer; .
but I can make a suppositién based on the way things were
operating at the time.

Inasmuch as SIG had the responsibility concerning Americans
they would have received traffic concerning Oswald, and I know
that as a result of, the postassassination period that they
receivea traffic before thé assassination. I did not.know it
at the time, of coufse; and having receivéd documents COnéerning
a person, when you beginvto accumulate several, instead of
just keeping them loosely éomewhere, you can and are permitted
to open a 201 file in order to have an ordérly, structured
situétion; also in order to permit the indexing of that
person's name, that would then lead a searcher to that file.

Mr. Genéman. Do you know why the file was opened by Ann
Egerter?

Mr. Hartman. Well, she was one 65 the employees in SIG, ong
of the senior analysts, and a very learned lady; and she at thét
time, I presume, and I know now as a result of postassassination
information, that she had some cables and some papers concerninq

Oswald; therefore, she would have opened the file.
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. 1 Mr. Genzman. Do you know whether she handled other defector]
. 2 cases?
3 Mr. Hartman. Yes, I know that she handled other names of

4 Americans who had defected. There were quite a few of them, as

5 I remember, but, again, this is as a result of nmy knowledge aftegr
6 the assassination and not my knowledge before  then.
7 Mr. Genzman. Do you know why there was such a lengthy

8 period‘bgtween the time when the Agency received the Department
of Staté cable dated October 31, 1939, and the date of the

10 operning of the‘20l file on Oswald, which was 9 December 196072
1 Mr. Hartman. Again, I dbn't have factual knowledge on thatfi,

but I can tell you this much: That is not an unusual thing to

12

. i3 have happenéd; it happéned all the time. —You doﬁ't need to
14 open -—- as‘a matter of facﬁ, the Records Handbook stated that
05 you shouldn't open a 201 file necessarily because you reéeived
16 one piece of paper. A 201 file was.generally oééned after the
]i receipt of several pieces of paper, not one piece, and there
. was no rule that required the opening of the 201 file at all; it
19 was a.matter of proper and.good housekeeping of reéords and a
20 procedure that pérmitted you to operate in an orderly fashion
21 ‘regarding your records; but there was no rule ever that you
22 must open the file the day you receive it or bne’week after yoﬁ

receive it.

23

“l' 24 " My presumption in this case is that Betty Egerter probably

J : , received the first piece of paper and held on to it and then

5 : - ; '

H¥ 54756 DocId:3H263408 Page 11
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LI eventually received another piece and possibly months later
a third piece, and ancther piece, and‘in due ccurse then she
3 decided,."Well,'I've got several pieces'of paper; it is about
4 time I put thém all in£o one convenient file," and that's the
5 | 201 file.
6 Mr. Genzman. But isn'tvthe_information-which was. contained
7 in the cable from the Deﬁartment of State dated October 31,
8 1959, to the effect that a U.S. Marine was defecting to the‘
- Soﬁiet Union, the type of information which would have caused
10 the 201 file to be openeﬁ?
11 - Mr. Hartman. Not at all. On the contrary, our Records
12 Handbook did not even provide for the opening of a file or
‘ ]3. indexi'nvg of an American defector. We never eye'n thought that
14 an American would ever defect when we wrote the rules, which
15 was_in -~ I would sai -~ the mid-1950s or so. It was an
16 unthinkable‘thing for us. I presume that that's why it was
17 never included. You can bet your 1life that tha# ruling that we
18 méy open 201 files and index’Amefican defectors was inserted
19 into the Records Handbook,which, incidentally, is the book of
20 rules on records in the Agency, sometime after the assassi-
21 nation, quite some time aftervthe assassination, because we

22 suddenly came to the realization then that we had no provisions

23 for indexing of Americans who defected.
. 24 So it is not at all unusual.
25 Mr. Genzman. At the bottom of the 201 opening form, why

HW 54756 DocId:3P?63408 Page 12
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is the file marked, "Réstricted"?

Mr. Hartman. Again, I can only tell.yoh how.the records
systehs operated, rather than why Betty Eéerter.operated that wa

SIG, by its very name, Special Investigatots Group, handled
eensitive cases, and certainly eases involving Americans are
sensitive because you don't want to bendy the names about and
you want tolkeep them closely held so that no injustices are
done by revealing information, could conceivably happen that
a person who is mentioned in the cable has a brother or sister
Oor some telatlve employed right in the Agency, so you want to
hold it fairly tightly; and by having the file at her desk and
restricted to her, meant that anyone wanting to see information
in that file would have to come to the SIG section and, more
particularly; to her,’unless, of course,.she weren't available,
then they would have to go to the chief of SIG.:n <~

'Also, if the file were ledged in the file sectioﬁ, in
other words, preshming that at one point here-that:Betty Egerter
would have been through with the file and weuld have eent it to
the fiie toom, the restriction indicated that anyone wanting
access to that file would haﬁe to first get clearance for such
access from Betty Egerter or froﬁ the person and section‘that

restricted it.

Mr. Genzman. Do you know why the 201 opening form contains
an incorreeted_middle name, "Henry", for Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. Hartman. I cannot tell you, except that human errors

Y .

263408 Page 13
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are made and that is-why we have erasures on pencils. That‘is_
my only explanation. I don't know.

I think all I can tell you is my hypothesis, that,as I recall
Beﬁty had a slug full of names of Americans in the cable and she
pfqbably had a number of documents in allvof thémh ana one fine
day she decided that she was going to open 201 files on all, and

she might have even gotten the clerk to help her fill out the

form, for that matter, and whether she or someone else, some helppr
put “Henry" down instead of "Harvey", getting confused with alll

these names, I don't know. 1Is it possible that one of the other!|

defectors -- I think there were something like 17 or,l9»others;

I doﬁ't know.-- is iﬁ pdssigle that one of their first names or

middle names was "Hénry" so that in glancing quickly and copying
the names she could have made an error? I think it is gtriétly

an uhfcrtuénte human error. |

If you are interested, I want to explain one thing to you.

Often we would open 201 files if we have paper and legitimate

Our system required that as you became aware of additional infor-
mation on the person, that would go ontor the format of én index
card and this essentially is that same format, drawn from that
same format, that you ought to insert additional information,
make corrections as aépropriate.

Now} all of us were véry busy and we‘didn't have much time}

believe me, and we were all handling countless cases, countless

1,

-
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1 .projécﬁs af one sort or another, and it is not inéonceivable

. 2 that Bef:ty, under the pressure of handling a lot of work, made
3 || the errér or somebody who was helping her made the error, and

. 4 n'obbdy went back and corrected it; and even though, as you‘ca'n

5 ‘see, Mr. Rocca even -- they are'his_initials ~—- made a hdtation

6 that it's ﬁarvey and not Henry, but he méde it on this form

7 after the assassination, some years after, and never gave anybody

g || any instructions to corréct.the-fécérd and have the correct

9 || index card. |

10 But I believe that that correction was made way before then}

11 I T think somebody else had spotted it, and it might have been me.

12 || It might have been someone else who then made sure that this was

. 13 || corrected on the indéx card but didn't show the correction on
'14 here. |
15 .I also note somethingi that we are no ',,ddu'bi_:v,going to get
16 “into later -- we l_ater became aware of aliases that he uséd,‘
17 that is, you know, his own concoct.ed' phony names thét he used,
18 and these concocted names are not on herg, oh this form, and
19 yet,'téchniCally, they should be; but they were put onté the
20 index card, not on this form, so we‘ tried_ to update these thingsj;
21 but, you know, pressure of work and so on doesn't always make
oy || the world go as right as we would like it to be.
23 Mr. Genzman. Thank you.

. o4 ‘What does the notation ."A.G." mean?

K 25 Mr. Hartman. That's as it says here, occupational -- no,

HW 54756 DocId:33P63408 Page 15
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. be able to recover from the computer a listing, say, of all .

_-an occupation grouping or an intelligence affiliation, as I

_recall} We had to be very careful with such codes and one of

15
I'm sorry —-- it's an'oécupational and intelligence code that we

used. By "code" I mean a code used for computers. In order to

persons who were, let's say, just as an example, Communist

influence agents, on whom we have 201 files, of course, we could

go to the computer'and ask for such a listing as a result, or
with the aid of, this code.

Now, the code is_always in two letters and stands for eiths

the provisions in this code, I recall very élearly, was thaﬁ we
would not ever put down an employee of the Agehcy‘or someone
used by the Aggncy because we were always fearful that someone
could pull out of the compgter a listing of our employees or of
our contacts or of our connections, so we wanted.to make
ébsolutely certain that no such inclusions were had.

Therefore, this isvstrictly based on occupation or intel-
ligence affiliation of other countries.

Now, I cannot remember honestly -- this is just too much
time go by -- what the two letters stand for; but you folks
told me that the other day that this stands for American
defector to Communism; that's what the AG stands for.

Now, I can oply hypothesize, but you can get somebody in
the-records system today or in the olden days, some knowledgeab

person, who can tell you exactly what it stands for.
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Al6
'_I hypofheéize-that the letter "A", thé first letter, must
ha&e meant "Commuﬁism" and éhat the second letter Woula then be
a categorization of within the Communism strucfﬁre, for ekample,
"A.A." might be RCommuﬁist influence agent"; "A.B." might be

"Communist Party‘official"} "A.C."'might be anything, you name

it, Communist something or other. I can't even come up with

anything;'and:I would presume that by the time that we‘réached
this code we had oﬁly gone to A.F.

Now, this code, "A.G." the "G" was not in existence at the
time of the assassination at all, ﬁecause, again, what I said a

little bit ago, the:Handbook gave us no provisions for indexing

‘American defectors. At the same time we never thought that an

Américan'couid ever defect.to CommuniSm} therefore,.I.remember
Qery clearly when it suddenly hit us‘somewhefé within the centen
of the Warren Conmission period.that, hély‘smoke;’we wbuldn't
even have had the authorityvto index Oswald, reaily,'orvan

American defector, anytime, nor did we have a code, an

-occuaptional code,-for that. So we went to the records system

in two stagést First, we did the correction of fhe Handbook,

~and that takes some time to do. You know, you have to explain

what it is that is required and then at the next update a
revision of the ﬁandbook that was done. And the same applies
here: We Went to the'machine sysfem, the part of the system
that'deals with tﬁe comﬁuters and machines, and we asked them to

give us a code, you know, that would be for an American defector

h634ﬂﬁ Page 17
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to Communism, SO my presumption is that at the time of the

‘assassination we had reached the "A.F." period and the "G" --

the "A.G." was assigned sometime during the Warren Commission

period because we had no code for "American defector" until then).

I remember the officer invthe CI staff who was charged with
the respohsibility of the counterintelligence use of computers.
He went absolutely nuts when he found out, when we realized that
we didn't even have an occupational code for an American
defector, just as we didn't have anyvprovisions for indexing an
American defector. But who would have ever thought' that an
American could ever defect?

Mr. Genzman. When was the notation "A.G." added to.the
201 opening form for Oswald?

Mr. Hartman. I cannot tell you. I don't know.

Mr. Genzman. Can yoﬁ éive an'approximation?

Mr. Hartmén. Sbmetimé, I presume, after the revisibn, you
know, after the addition of this code. I don't know when it was
added. As a matter of fact, you know, we don't know when these
things were added. The original opening action might well have
not had ail of this'information and that Was oniy added later.

The Handbook specifically calls for these kinds of addiﬁion

and corrections and updating the form and updating of the index

cards so that our records are always as reflective as we

possibly can make them. But stress of work and so on, who knows

But I don't know. I would presume that it was added sometime in

DocId: 31!]2634!]3 Page 18
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18
the first third of the Warren Commission's.existence} toward
the halfway mark df its existence, somewhere around that time.
| Let me justvhypothesize: I don‘t'remgmber when we realized
this shortcomihg was in our records and possibly we made £hat
correction at the time thatAthe.Warréﬁ_Commission came over,

so that we could -- I don't know that this is true; is is only 4

"Look, we didn't have criteria for indexing American defectors
at'thé time. We are assigning these 0I codes to them, but we
have madé'that_correction." It is a plausible thing,vbut I
"don't know.that we did then. Maybe it was even later, affer
they had come. |

Mr. Genzman. Do you know whether the Warren Commission
was'specifically apprised of any additions wﬁich had been made
to thé 201 opening form or to any’other documents in Oswald's
201 file?

Mr. Hartman. Documents we would have; the opening form is
riothing but an administrative devise that has no meaning ahd
certaihly ﬁo substantive value to the case whatsoever.

'Mi. Genzman. Are yéu-sure that as of the time of the open-
ing of the Zdl file for Oswald that the notation "A.G." had -
never been used by the Agency?

Mr. Hartman. As I said before, I cannot tell you with
certainty, but I remember Very'ciearly that we did not have a

code at the time. -When we suddenly realized that, which was

P63408 Page 19
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19
some months after the assassination, we requested a code, and

that was the code that was given us, "American defector to

Communism," and therefore it could not have been at the time

Mf.uGehzmén. Thank you. - I would now like to show yoﬁ
CIA page no. 787, which contaiﬁs three index cards for Lee
Harvey Oswald. Caﬁ YOu explain what the star after Oswald's
201 number ihdicates?

Mr. Hartman. Yes. The asterisk follbwing a 201 number
means that the person named on the card is the subject of that
201 file. I want tovexplain, because possibly those people who
might read the transcript may not understand; one document might
have the names of ten people in it. The principal person,
however, is the one into whose 201 file the document goes.

The other persbns; if they meet our indexing §tandards} would be
indexed and that 201 number wouid be shown; but thaﬁ would not
have an asterisk behind it, meaning that that persbn is only
named in the document and is not the subject of that‘entife file

Mr. Genzman. . I would next like to have you examine CIA
page numbers 943 and 944.

Mr. Hartman. Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Genzman. Page 943 contains threé index cards and page
944 éontains one index card.

@
Mr.. Hartman, can you explain what "HTLINGUAL" means?
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~hypothesis is that "RE" would stand for the person who did the
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- Mr. Hartman. VYes, I can now, but I didn't know it at the
time. I didn't know the cryptonym. I know that "HTLINGUAL"
even'just from néwspapers, was a mail intercep£ program that was
cbnductea by the CI staff in an extremel§ sensitive manner,
with great compartmentalization.beéause'most eVerane in the
staff had no knowiedge of it.

Mr. Genzman. Which CIA éomponen;'ran "HTLINGUAL"?

Mr.'Hartméﬂ; A component known as the CI Project.

Mr. Genéman; Wés this component also referred to a
"Spécial Projects"?

Mr. Hartmén; No, not thét_I know, and I think it was unden
the general direction — no, that is not qorrect. I was going
to say under the-general direction of SIG, but that is not
correct. It had its!own.chiéf and everybody 5ust called it
"The Project."

Mr. ngzman. On the top.card,.on page 943, what does
CI/PROJECT/RE" mean?

Mr. Hartman. I don't know exactly what it means, but my

franslation of certain foreién language documents.  Those would
be his or her initials, so that they could come back to the
person who did the translation if there were a qguestion.

Mr. Genzman. Whom doés "RE" refer to?

‘Mr. Hartman.‘ Specifically, and here again I want to be

sure that I am not bothering anybody's cover, my supposition is
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1 it is Reuben Efroﬁ, R-e-u-b-e-n E-f-r-o-n.
. 2 . | Mr. Genzmaﬁ. What does "N/R-RI" mean?

3 MI". Hartman. That woﬁld mean no record RI; which stands fdr
‘ 4 the Record Integrai:"ion Division, 'Reco;‘ds Integration Divisionv.

5 11 Mr. "Genz‘n.lan. On the middle card on page 943, what does

6 || "Watch List" mean? |

7 . 'Mr. Hartman. I don't know what it means, but 'my presumptign

8 || is that it might have means the State Department Watch List.
9 State had a very good watch list and it might have been that he

10 appeared on the State Departments' watch list, but I really

1 don't know.
12 Mr. Genzman. Why would Egerter's name be on this card?
.' 13 - Mr. Hartman. Because she might have asked that her name be

14 put on there, so that any information on this person that was

15 received would be brought to her attentiop. That's my

16 supposition. I don't know fdr certain. I-really waén't .ever

17 fami}iar at all with The Project's activities and my only know- |

18 '1edg¢ is ‘supposition_ and preSum'ption.'

19 1| Mr. ‘Genzman. What does "Deleted 28 May '62" mean?

20 Mr. Hartman. I don't know. Is it poss.iblve that 1t means

21 that he was deleted, his n‘ame.was deleted from the watch list
. éz in '62, 28 May, or that the requirement for méil regarding him

23 be deleted, but that doesn't make sense, really, because the
. 24 next card is '63, and they are still watching hisvmail, so I

25 presume,having entered the U.S. , his name ‘might have been
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1 deleted ffém the watch liét. I dén’t kno%. This is all

2 hypothesié, |

3 | Mr. Genzman. On‘the catds, én page'944,'what does "Ci/
4 Prdjéct/PH" mean? |

5 ' VMr._Hértman. Again going on the pfesumﬁtionithat this

6 || would be the initials of a translator, there was a lady who

vi worked in that section, in the Projeéts Section, at that time,
.8 and hér name was Pauline Harvey, and I presume that those afe
9 Vher'initials.. | |

10 _' Mr. Genzman; I would now like to show YOu a dchment which
1 has been marked as ?JFK'Exhibit F—5166, which is a qable from

iZ CIA Headquarters to Mexico City, dated October 10, 1963, and

. 13 || labeled, "IR74830." Whyv does this c'ab>le r;lake reference to Lee
- 14 Hénry Oswald as opposed to Lee’Harvey stald?

15 Mr. Hartman. I'm trying to‘find it here.

-16- Mr. Genzman. It's in thé first paragraph.

. Mr. Hartman. Well, I simply p;esUmeAthat someone must have

‘18 taken the data'right off of thé‘ZOlvopenithaction. I just

19 presume; I don't know.

20 Mr. Genzman. Qoes the bhys%cal desdriptionrcontained in

21 this,cable fit Lee Harvey Osw;ld?
‘l' - 22 Mr. Haftman}..Well; yves, from what I recall of photos in

23 the papers and.so on; it sbunds about right.

" " Mr. Genzman. Does the cable refledt the fact that it was
. ' - éent to Mexico City at ‘.Q9.;0.0,' zed time?

HW 54756 DocId:33P63408. Page 23
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'_he has been known variously as the "Mystery Man" and we used to
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Mr. Hartman. I presume you know what. time. Yes; there ie
a time indicator, although the copy is very, very bad.

Mr. Genzman. Do you know what Zed_time means?

Mr. ﬂartman. Zebra time;

Mr. Genzman. Do you knoﬁ what Zebra times'meanS?

Mr. Hartman. That's the basic time that is eetablished
for traffic throughout the world by the signal center people,
the message center peoplebwho handle all cables. I think it's
also in the military, if I recell correctly. It is a pretty
standard identification of time.

Mr. Genzman. I would next like to show you a document
labeled "JFX ﬁxhibit F-517" which is a dissemination ceble
dated October 10, 1963, from CIA Headquarrers to varions'agencie
It is labeled, "IR64673." Does the description contained in
rhis cable correspond to tne description contained in the
previous cable?"

Mr. Hartman. It doee not.

Mr. Genzman. I am referring to the description of Lee
Mr. Hartman. Yes. This description, of course -- well,

call him at times the "Ape Man."
' Mr. Genzman. Are you referring to the unidentified male
who was photographed in Mexico City?

Mr. Hartman. That is correct, right.

S.
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Cat 1200 Zed time?

‘description of Lee Harvey Oswald?

second cable at some later time. For that matter, the second
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Mr. Genzman. In the second paragraph does this cable also
contain the middle name of "Henry" for Lee Harvey Oswald?

Mr. Hartman. It does indeed.

Mr. Genzman. And does this cable indicate that it was sent

Mr. Hartman. Yes.

Mr.‘Genzman.. Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

Mr. Genzman._ How did yoa explain the faet that this cable
records an 1ncorrect description |or Lee Harvey Oswald, whereas
the.cable which is labeled "JFK Exhibit No. F-516" whlch was

sent three_hours earlier at 0900 Zed time, contains a correct

Mr. Ha;tman. Well, I have no answer for you.that is based
en fact, bub agaln, I have to hypothesize because I dldn t
write‘the cables and I wasn't even there when they wefe'written.

First of all, let's get the time element squared'away. Jusl
because these cables were sent tbree hours apart does not
necessarily mean tbat the lady who wrote them did'the work withir

those three hours; she might have started on one cable three

days before and began her draft, or four days before, and on the

cable or one cable or the other, or cbhceivably even both, might
have been done by an assistant. 1In other‘words, both cables neeg

not even have been written by the same person, but they might
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well have been.

The briginator's name would be the person who is respohsible

3 for having wriften the cable, but need not necessarily be the
. 4 || very person who did the work. |

5 Now, I can picture how sométhing iike this occurs: First,

6 she woula havevﬁriﬁten one cablé and she would have takeﬁ the

7 information off of possibly the 201 file, for that matter --

8 I don't know -- or from a Bureau report, conceivably. The

9 || Bureau nbtoriously used tovput downzén the last page of the

10 initial document ohva case, and offéh‘even on subsequent

11 do¢uments, the man's full name, all his particulars and so on,

12 and she might have been -- I have done this myself, trying to
. 13 work four files at one time or four piecés of paper and.

14 holding ﬁp'pages and flipping them -- she might have flipped
15 the page open here and copied the information for that.
16| = When she went back to the next cable, or whoever did the

17 next cable if she didn't, they might have copied that right

18 6ff of a different document that was sent in from Mexico
19 or however, because it is said ih this cable -- you see in the
20 second one -- it said, "It is believed that Oswald may be
21 identical "with or to," so and so; then there is anotﬁer phrase
22 “The American was described as approximatély 35 years pld" étr
23 cetera. This gives me the impression that she took this
. 24 inférmation from ’anothér secondary or even tertigry reporting
i 25 SOurce, whereas, this, the preceding cable, is stréightforward
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